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1. Claims 4-6 and 1 1 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as being in improper form because a multiple 
dependent claim must refer to the claims from which they depend in the alternative. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 
Accordingly, the claims 4-6 and 1 1 have not been further treated on the merits. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims 
are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal 
translation into English from a foreign document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For 
example: 

a. The preamble of the claims is confusing. Are the claims drawn to a bending joint or a device for 
bending a joint? 

b. In claim 1, lines 1-3, the limitations "bending device" and "comprising a joint area which is bent" 
appear to be inaccurate and confusing as the boom structures are pivoted, not bent. 

c. In claim 1, line 3, the term "said folding pinnacle" lacks antecedent basis within the claim. 

d. In the last three lines of claim 1, the two alternative structure limitations, "its upper or tensile load 
areas" and "it lower or pressure load area" are confusing. Are these statements reciting that the upper area 
is the tensile load area and that the lower area is the pressure load area, or are these statements alternatively 
reciting that 

e. It is unclear as to how claim 3 can refer to "said telescopic means or telescopic pipe" when claim 
2, from which it depends has limited the telescopic means to a telescopic pipe. 

f. It is unclear whether the support bolts added in claim 7 are a redundant inclusion of the support 
element of claim 3. 

g. It is unclear as to how claim 7 can recite plural bolts while a singular bolt is disclosed. 

h. The round or cornered base pipe added by claim 8 appears to be the same element as the pipe of 
claim 3. 

i. In claim 10, the phrase "in particular" renders the claim indefinite. 

j. In claim 10, the terms "the lower, supporting end", "the extending element", "the upper end" and 

"the holding element" lack antecedent basis within the claims. 

k. In claim 12, the term "the piston base" lacks antecedent basis within the claims. 

1. In claim 12, it is unclear as to how applicant is using the term "centring". 

m. In claim 13, the term "the telescopic pipe" lacks antecedent basis within the claims. 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the 

rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-3, 7, 12 and 13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Koizumi, US Patent No. 4,923,071. Figure 1 Koizumi '071 shows a folding joint for the pinnacle of a mobile crane 
comprising an upper area with a joint (7) and a lower area with a mechanically fixable telescoping means (6). The 
telescopic means included a telescopic pipe (31), as recited in claim 2, and a support element (32), as recited in 
claim 3. The telescoping means is a round pipe and has transverse bores for receiving a bolt, as claim 7 is best 
understood. The transverse bores form a groove for centering an axis of the piston, as claim 12 is best understood. 
The telescopic means has elements, as recited in claim 13. 

6. Claims 1-3, 7-10, 12 and 13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Payson. Payson shows a folding joint for the pinnacle of a mobile crane comprising an upper area with a joint 
(84) and a lower area with a mechanically fixable telescoping means (29/30). The telescopic means included a 
telescopic pipe (29), as recited in claim 2, and a support element (39), as recited in claim 3. The round base pipe 

(29) has support bolts (pin teeth 32) received in transverse bores (3 1) in the piston (30), as recited in claim 7. These 
pin teeth (32) are rounded as to considered as the lateral inserts that guide and center the movements of the piston 

(30) , as recited in claim 8. The lateral inserts are hubs, as broadly recited in claim 9. The cutout portion of the pipe 
(29) in which the gear (33) for the teeth (32) rotates, is a groove, as recited in claim 12. The telescopic means have 
components such as (pin 39'; see figure 4) such that they do not detach, as recited in claim 10, and has elements, as 
broadly recited in claim 13. 

7. Claims 1-3, 10 and 13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Koizumi, US Patent No. 5,115,925. Koizumi c 925 shows a folding joint for the pinnacle of a mobile crane 
comprising an upper area with a joint (1 la) and a lower area with a mechanically fixable telescoping means (3). The 
telescopic means included a telescopic pipe (32), as recited in claim 2, and a support element (5), as recited in claim 
3. The telescopic means has securing devices (34 and 35) as to prevent detachment, as recited in claim 10 and 
elements, as broadly recited in claim 13. 

8. Claims 1-3, 7 and 10, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bakhtin et al and by Wardlaw. Bakhtin et al shows a joint for the pinnacle of a mobile crane comprising an upper 
area with a joint and a lower area with a mechanically fixable telescoping means (1) having transverse holes for 
receiving support bolts. Wardlaw shows a joint for the pinnacle of a mobile crane comprising an upper area with a 
joint (168) and a lower area with a telescopic means (182/184) with transverse holes (188) for receiving bolts (190). 
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9. Rathi and Koizumi '724 are cited as showing similar fly jib supports. Schroeder, Geren, Nesbit and 
Blakeway et al show boom braces with guided pistons. 

10. An inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Thomas J. Brahan whose telephone number is (571) 272-6921. The examiner's supervisor, Ms. Katherine 
Matecki, can be reached at (571) 272-6951. The new fax number for all patent applications is (571) 273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Questions regarding access to the Private PAIR 
system, should be directed to the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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